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Commissioner Kevin J .  Martin 
I’edcral Coinmunications Commission 
445 12th Strert, SW 
Washinyton. I X  20554 . ., 
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Dear M r  Martin: 

I ain concerned about the proposal being considered in  the FCC to allow entities 
to own unlimited number oftclcvision stations. M y  fear i s  that if the current cap o f  10 
stations i s  Iilied. the commitment to local news and public affairs programming wil l  
diminish We wi l l  a l l  sufl‘cr if that occurs 

A s  )ou are no doubt aware, the Telecommunications Act o f  1996 lifted most 
ownership caps for radio. In 1996, the two largest radio chains owned 1 15 stations, today 
thcy own more than 1,400 And the top five station groups now rake in 550h o f  a l l  radio 
ad revenue. The typical radio news staffdropped from about 5 people to less than two. In 
fact most local stations no longer have a local news staff on hand. 

, A s  a ineinber o f  Common Cause, I am conczmcd with the “money connection” in this 
push to remove the cap on station o\vnership: 

From I996 lo 2000. the 50 largest media companies and four of their trade 
associations spent $ 1  I I -3 million to lobby Congress and the executive branch. 
From 1993 to 2000, media corporations gave $75 mill ion in campaibv contributions 
to candidates tor federal office and to the two major political parties. 

President George Bush received $1.07 mill ion 
AI Gore took in  $I 16 inill ion 

From 1997 to 2000 inedia companies look 1 18 members o f  Congress and their senior 
staffon 31.5 trips to meet with lobbyists and company executives to discuss 
legislation and policy preferences of the industry. 
The largesse i s  not just limited to Congess- from 1995 to 2000, FCC employees 
were taken on 1,460 all expense paid trips sponsored by media corporations and 
associations-- costing a total o f  $ 1  .S million. 

I-ift ing the ownership caps wi l l  be harmful to local communities who depend on 
lelevision stations’ commitment to local news and public affairs. I urge you to vote 
against this proposal. 

Sincerely. 

,~ -‘n ~ 3 A L  --, 
I ,&ry D. zing, Vice-Chair. Common Cause North Carolina, IdkingO1~beIIsouth.net 

cc hin Xioodmon, CEO, Capitol Broadcasting Inc 



120 Virginia Ave. 
Sewanee. TN 37375 
April 16, 2003 

FCC Chairman Michael K .  Powell 

44.5 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Chairman Powell and the Commissioners: 

1 aim a science writer and a professional journalist. 

+' and the Commissioners < .L' 
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Regarding the upcorning FCC vote, further consolidation of the media in the false name 
of "deregulation" must be stopped, and serious attempts must be made to reverse it. 

T V  and radio news residing in  the hands of just a few profit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy and threatens us with a "Brave New World" headed by Bush 
Inc., his board of directors, and associated spin jockeys and war salesmen. 

The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide crucial unbiased 
information to the public about most public issues. As an American deeply concerned 
about our country's future, and member of  the Fourth Estate, I call on you to break up the 
media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists. and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 

We just filed our income tax forms. It i s  disheartening that our tax dollars are mostly 
allocated tor a down payment on Iraq. I know that other government agencies are 
suffering from this lopsided budget. I hope you have adequate staff to address the serious 
issues of media merging and i t s  own lopsided result. 

Sincerely , 

Jill Carpenter, M.S., M.A. 
931 598-0795 
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April 21,2003 

i'hairman Michael K. Powell 
Fedzral Communications Commission 
145 12th Street, S.W. 
Washgton ,  D.C. 20.554 
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Thz Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is currently considering sweeping 
changes to broadcast ownerslup rules. These rules are meant to ensure the American 
public gets a broad variety of news, information, entertainment, and political views. 
Repeal or significant mohfication of these rules would llkely open the door to numerous 
mergers that could reduce compebtion and hversity in the meha. 

Before the medla ownerslup rules are issued in fmal form, the public must have the 
opportunity to review and comment on any specific changes the Commission plans to 
make. 

Most Americans get their news .and information from only a few sources. If meda 
ownerstup rules are seriously wcakened, one company in a town could control the most 
popular newspaper, TV station, and possibly even a cable system p i n g  it dominant 
influence over the content and slant of local news. Such a move would reduce the 
dlversity of cultural and political hscussion in a community. It could also increase costs 
h r  busmesses and political canddates that use local media for advertising. 

%'tule the Commission issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg on meha  ownerslup, it 
proposed no actual rule. Accordmgly, no public comment has been received on any 
specific changes. I believe that addtional public input is essential in helping the 
Commission determine the pros and cons of any new approach 

I encourage you to provide a detailed description of all proposed changes, their empirical 
basis, and a meaningful period of tune for the public to review and comment on any 
proposed changes before a h a 1  rule i s  issued. 

Democracy depends upon a free and &verse medm It also depends upon transparency. I 
tnist the Cornmission d 1  do e v e m g  in its power to keep the decision process as open 
and inclusive as possible. 

Smcelelyl 

E r k  Gehnng 
8 Hall Street # 2  
Jamaica Plain, MA 02 130 



M s .  Rowena K .  L i e b e r  
1 3 0 2  Sou th  High land  
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Piichdel  J.  Copps,  Commissioner  

' /m F e d e r a l  Communicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t ,  SW I 

Uesr Commissioner  Copps: 

The p u r p o s e  of my l e t t e r  i s  t o  e n c o u r a g e  you t o  p r e v e n t  t h e  b r o a d c a s t i n g  
companies  ( b o t h  r a d i o  and  TV) f rom also b e i n g  a b l e  t o  own newspape r s .  

L n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  t h e  news (med ia )  i s  a l r e a d y  e x t r e m e l y  s l a n t e d  and 
c o n t r o l l e d .  We d o n ' t  want m a t t e r s  t o  c o n t i n u e  in t h i s  d i r e c t i o n .  I b e l i e v e  
t h a t  we c a n  " thank"  New G i n g r i c h  f o r  a good p o r t i o n  of  t h i s  problem.  We 
need  someone w i t h  t h e  f o r e s i g h t  and  i n t e l l i g e n c e  t o  r e v e r s e  t h e  t r e n d  which 
I s e e .  

Your c o n s i d e r a t i o n  i s  a p p r e c i a t e d .  

c. 
S i n c e f e l y ,  

RKL 



David P. Kesling 
251 Chippen Dale Circle 

Apartment 922 
'' Lexington KY 40517 
Email dpkesling@juno com 
\t Jir-Ff- 
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Dcar hlr Poucll  

' l ' l ic lalcsl issue of 7 I 7echnulog). rcpons a staicincni atlribuled to Mr. Kcn Fcrree, FCC Media BUrCdu Chairman. 
sii) ing Ilia1 iicn rules conccrning incdia consolidation will bc issued on lune 2nd. Tlus is a hard date not subjcct to 
an! slippage. Hc -'Collows ordcrs" Regardless or an? agcnda inandating ths iniliativc's enactment, further 
r e l a d o n  ofihe rules governing media ownership is a Ihreal to Frccdom of Speech in this country This rules, in 

bcl. have becorric too 1;r.v alrcady and aiiy rcvisions to thc Telccoininunications Act oi 1996 should be in Ihc 
direction of d e c r e m q  thc concentration of onncrship 

There arc simpl? riot enough indcpendcnl incdia VOICCS to&) and your imperative would aggrdvale the problem 
considerably 

I call 10 your allention oiic particular company. Clear Chamicl Communica(ions of San Antonio TX. I'vc just 
1 isircd Ihcir wcbsitc aiid found ilwt as of ilus morning, Clcar Channel controls 1,225 radio slakions. 39 lelevision 
slatioos. and 776.000 billboards. In  scvcral published articles, Mr. Lowr) Mays, thc chainnan of Clcar Channcl. 
has said as much 3s Clear Channel will no1 knowingly break thc rulcs of media ownership, bul will push those 
mlcs lo absolutely their Ihnnesl liiuil. In Central Kentucky wlicrc I nrside. this permits a lcgal Clear Channel 
cluster oflhe iriosl dominanl radio sliltions in the Lexington inarkel. but docs nol adequately address Ihc true media 
rcacli piclure. Clcar Channcl also controls the encroaching signals of 50,000 wan I -A  WHAS-AM froin Louis\ille. 
50.900 wati I-A WLW-AM from Cincinnati and 50.000 wall WSAI-AM from Covington KY. I find il  grimly 
aiimsing thal another fcaturc of Clcar Channel-s websitc today is Ihe lop itcm, T C  Expands Washington Office" 
illustrated by B piclurc orthe U S Capilol buildmg. 

What  is the problcm'' Whcn thcsc niedia giants: Clcar Channcl. CBS. Cox. Cumulus dccidc to adopl a corporalc. 
polilical stance and use their unchallcnged \oicc Io influcncc public opinioii 

On March 4. 1900. John Lcnnon inade a sutciiienl 10 the London kwning .Slanrlardthal the Beatles were more 
popular than Jcsus. Tlicrc  as. lopul il niildly. a lircslorin of opinion againsl Mr. Lennon, both liguralively and 
Iilcrall! . bonfires of Bcarles records. Marc rcccnll!. Ms. Nalolic Maines of tlic country recording group The Dixie 
Chicks statcd her opinion oTPrcsiden1 George Bush from a London, England perfonnancc stage which, loo. has 
ignlted a lircstonn of comrovcrs): but uilh an i~nporhnf diflicrencc. The Lcnnon incidentireaction was widcsprcad. 
but locally sponlancous; thc Maincs incidcnl was orchcslratcd from San Anlonio (Clcar Chamcl) and Atlanta 
(Ciimulus). 

This IS a not-so-trii,ral cxamplc oran emerging influence bloc that is be)ond the uildcst fantasics OC William 
Randolph Hcarsr. Dark rumors are circulaling of radio giants using their levcrage lo coercc performkg artists io  
iippcar in ccrlitin vcnucs or risk loss of national airplay. 

Consolidakm. such as you havc proposcd. Tuurlhcr constricls Ihc ability ofdisscnting opinion to be heard in this 
coiintn as thc channels oCcommunicalion spring from lewcr hcadwaiers, a shnnklng number of corporaic 
boardrooms. What happcns when (not "ir) Lhcsc boardrooins bccome incrcasiiigly poliiiciLcd and exercisc ihcir 
cO~~lnlunlcalion~ inusclc lo thc dclnincnt of the Amcrican public? I conlinue lo wonder how many politicians in 



lhis coiintn would coiilinuc supporting Ihcsc on-going consolidations i l  ihcy realized the real possibility of being 
~oicclcssl) on Ihc wrong sidc ala  rncdia giaril's u w h ?  1 can ~ ~ Y I S I O I I  il Mancheslcr NH Unro)? Leader Iraving 
nalionwidc inhcnce 

I iiolc \ s i l l l  sollie scnsc of irony I ha l  Calilornia is no\\ considering re-regulating their utilit) industries . . .  [hat the! 
iirc hcginiiing to pcrcei\c perhaps :I certain arnounl or stewardship is required when the public intcrcsl is been 
ciiltusicd lo ?ou. 

You n u l  rcconsidcr your staiicc on media owcrsliip rules. 

and ii frightcns me 

D;i\id P. Kcsling / 
cc kilhlccn Abcrn;lih~. Conunissloncr. FCC 

Joiiathan Adclstcin. Coiiiinissioncr. FCC 
Milch McCo~mcll. US Senalor. Kenluck? 
Jim Bunning. US Senator. Kcnluchy 
Emic Flcichcr, US Rcpresentaliw. Kcntuck!, 



Chairniaii Powell, 
'l'he I-'('(: 
4 6 1 2 t h  St. SW 
Wxhingfo!!: !X' 205-4 

Dear Chairman Powell: 
F 

i wite to urge you to hold public h&&igs widely distributed over the natiori so that 
~ - o ~ ~ s u i i i e r s  of our media can hear and respond to the changes you have proposed i n  
regulation? that will allow cross ownership of newspapers and television in the same 
community and thereby allow television and radio companies to control an even larger 
share oi ihe iiiarkei than th2y do now. 

The diversity of viewpoints. information sources. programs, and events covered by 
ccs!!!!iiercia! radio and te!rvision has ?!ready sh runk  enorniously i n  the past twenty years. 
The rate of newspaper mergers in the last thirty years has left , at  best, one newspaper per  
market w i t h  few e,nouph of those independent of the major conglomerants. We need more 
not less. diversity i t  we citi7ens are to be the informed public envisioned by those who 
framed our Constitution. 

~ l h e  deregulation you propose is not in the best interest of any community. I t  deprives 
every person of the  opportunit) to hear. read. or watch: the full range of facts. thoughts. 
ideas and perspectives available. The uninformed, misinformed and under-informed do not 
have the opportunity to t h i n k  and decide for themselves. That is the policy of dictatorship. 
not democracy. 
then at least let every citizen have an opportunity to hear all sides of the question in open 
h?arings. 

-, 

Please re-think your position and your proposal; but if you cannot do that, 

Sincerely. 

Jean W. Burman 



3631 Pine Street 
Florence OR 97439 
April 18, 2003 

Mr. Michael Powell. chair 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

I am writing to object in the strongest possible terms to your plans to relax 
ownership rules for American media. Your belief that the market should be the 
supreme arbiter in discussions over ownership of the public airwaves is 
supremely wrong-headed, and I urge you to change course on this issue. 

Many of the Founding Fathers commented on the necessity of a free press; the 
system you are working to bring about will not be a free press, as those patriots 
understood it to be. With media ownership concentrated in ever-fewer hands, 
there is ample evidence supporting the argument that the American people are 
hearing a much less diverse range of opinions than just a few years ago. Rather 
than a free press, what I fear your proposals will bring to this great nation is a 
controlled lapdog press, timid to the point of worthlessness, and totally beholden 
to its corporate ownership. With that frame of mind at work in the highest levels of 
the nation's newsrooms, we the people will be cheated out of opinions that do not 
find favor in the boardroom. 
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Perhaps, as a resident of that culture, you would argue that there is nothing 
wrong with this approach. After all, you could echo the old journalism saw that 
freedom of the press "belongs to the man (or woman) who owns the press." 

But there is a difference between a press owned by a publishing company 
devoted to discovering the truth, no matter what it might be, and a press owned 
by a corporation whose main objective is to spread a particular point of view. This 
is particularly odious given that the airwaves are a public resource, and there is 
precious little that the public gets out of it, in terms of debates on issues of vital 
importance. 

Opinions expressed on television commentaries generally begin to the right of 
center, and go all the way to the extreme far right. I recall seeing one television 
political show where a columnist for the Wall Street Journal was introduced as 
the "speaker on the left of the issue." I'm sure you can recognize that this is 
balderdash. This country faces many issues that deserve the widest possible 
discussion of options-limiting that discussion over the public airwaves through a 
misguided belief in de-regulation does the American people, and the agency you 
serve, a distinct disservice, 



1 
I urge you to change course on this immediately. I would also ask that you extend 
the public comment period on the changes you propose, and schedule additional 
hearings on the issue. 

Sincerely, 

David Peden 

cc: Sen. Ron Wyden 
Sen. Gordon Smith 
Rep. Peter DeFazio 
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